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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. EHLERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. EHLERS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. LIPINSKI addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. RAMSTAD)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RAMSTAD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. BROWN) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. BROWN of Florida addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. GOSS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

TRIBUTE TO OUR NATION’S
VETERANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Mexico (Mr. UDALL)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to the American
men and women who have served in the
Armed Forces. This Veterans Day we
recognize the tremendous personal sac-
rifice made by those persons who an-
swered the call of duty in order to de-
fend and safeguard the democratic
principles that we define in our Nation.

We acknowledge today American vet-
erans, and express our appreciation for
the many personal contributions made

by them as the defenders of America’s
freedom and protectors of democracy
around the world. From their ranks
come noble persons of virtually every
ethnic and religious background, hail-
ing from every State in the Union, all
having at one point committed them-
selves to defending the freedoms we
Americans hold dear.

Millions of Americans have done
their duty. They have done it quietly
without fanfare, and never with enough
recognition. They have kept our coun-
try free, and it is right that we remind
ourselves of this every November 11.

For the State of New Mexico, this
day of observance is of special signifi-
cance because even before achieving
statehood, New Mexicans answered the
call of duty by marching off to serve in
distant and often hostile places.

During the Civil War, New Mexicans
bore arms to preserve a union they
were not yet part of, engaging in bat-
tles in places like Valverde and
Glorietta. Among the ranks of present-
day veterans are New Mexicans who
served in the first world war, who
fought bravely in the trenches of Eu-
rope, and the many proud New Mexico
veterans of World War II whose
strength, in the words of Mr. Tennyson,
‘‘once moved Earth and heaven,’’ still
share with us the character that led
them to a crucial victory.

Among them are the airmen, the sol-
diers and sailors and Marines that
fought courageously across Europe, Af-
rica, and the Pacific. They marched the
long road to Bataan, stormed the
beaches of Normandy, and eventually
rolled on to victory in Europe and the
Pacific, the entire time exemplifying
uncommon valor and the unwavering
commitment to their fellow man and
the preservation of democracy. We
honor them today and tomorrow, and
we should honor them every day.

I would especially like to talk about
several New Mexico veterans that have
made very many significant contribu-
tions. We still have 95 living veterans
from the Bataan Death March. We have
the Navajo code talkers, who played a
major role in our victory in World War
II. We have many more New Mexicans
who have served our country valiantly.

We honor them by passing legislation
which honors what they have done for
us and what they have given to us, our
freedom.

This year the VA-HUD conference re-
port provides for a $1.7 billion increase
in funding for VA medical care. This is
a 10 percent increase over last year’s
funding.

We have also passed several other im-
portant pieces of legislation:

H.R. 2116, the Veterans Millenium
Health Care Act of 1999. This bill estab-
lishes a program of extended care serv-
ices for veterans, and makes other im-
provements in health care programs of
the Department of Veterans Affairs.

H.R. 2180, the Veterans Benefits Im-
provement Act of 1999, this bill pro-
vides a cost of living adjustment for
disability compensation and pensions,

restores eligibility for CHAMPVA med-
ical care, education, and housing loans
to surviving spouses who lost eligi-
bility for these benefits as a result of
remarriage; and finally, H.R. 1568, the
Veterans Entrepreneurship and Small
Business Development Act of 1999. This
bill provides technical financial and
procurement assistance to veteran-
owned small businesses.

Several of these bills came out of the
committees I serve on, which I am
proud to serve on, the Committee on
Veterans’ Affairs, the Committee on
Small Business, which many times
wants to work and help those busi-
nesses that have been started by vet-
erans.

So I am honored to serve on those
two committees. I am honored that we
have, in New Mexico, such fine vet-
erans, and I just wanted to rise today
and pay tribute to them.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. FOLEY addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

f

THE COMING REVOLUTION IN
AMERICA WITH HIGHSPEED
BROAD BAND INTERNET SERV-
ICES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. TAUZIN) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night in special order to begin what
will become in the next year, the year
2000, one of the most serious debates
that I think this House will ever en-
gage in. As we meet here in this Cham-
ber, an historic revolution is occurring,
as silently as the day, perhaps, when
the United States produced more plas-
tic than it did steel.

As we speak today, a revolution in
our economy, in our communications,
in our whole international social struc-
ture, is happening all around us. It is a
revolution called the Internet, and it is
about to explode upon the world in a
new and faster form called broad band
Internet.

Just recently one of the groups here
in Washington, Legg-Mason, did a
study to indicate how fast would this
new broad band high-speed Internet be
deployed in our great country, how
soon would citizens have access to this
amazing new system by which we will
not only conduct our business, but en-
tertain one another and learn from one
another, and eventually even deliver
medical services to one another?

Legg-Mason indicated that 3 years
from now they anticipate that approxi-
mately half of Americans will have ac-
cess to high-speed broad band Internet
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services. At the same time, they indi-
cate that half of America will have ac-
cess through two, three, or even four or
more different providers.

Then they look at the other half of
America. The other half of America
they looked at 3 years from now they
estimate will only have access to a sin-
gle provider, in some cases, and for a
full fourth of Americans, there will be
no provider of Internet high-speed
broad band services.

What does that mean in a real sense?
It means that for one-fourth of Amer-
ica there will be no chance to access
high-speed digital broad band Internet
services. It means that for that one-
fourth of America, they will be left out
of this high-speed electronic commerce
revolution. It means for that one-
fourth of America, that children will
grow up in an educationally and
informationally deprived society.

It means that new high-speed elec-
tronic commerce services will not be
available to those businesses. It means
that citizens will not have access to all
of the long-distance learning and tele-
medicine that the high-speed broad
band services will bring.

In short, it means that as this incred-
ible fast train of broad band services is
leaving the station, that some Ameri-
cans are going to be left in its dust,
and will have no access to the incred-
ible opportunities the new millenium
will bring in the digital age.

Who are those one-quarter of Ameri-
cans who will have no access? Members
probably can guess who they are. They
are going to be the citizens in the most
poverty-ridden sectors of our country,
the minority centers of our country,
the poor rural minority and poor rural
sectors of America, the poorest and
most sparsely populated parts of the
West, and some parts of the South.

A good way to see that one-quarter of
America is to look at a map that shows
where the high-speed hubs are, where
the backbones for these new systems
are currently deployed.

We will see, for example, that Cali-
fornia has 177 of these high-speed hubs,
and in Louisiana we have two. We have
one in Baton Rouge and one in New Or-
leans. California has more of these
high-speed hubs, in fact, than does 31
other States combined. Most of the
States of the West and the rural parts
of our country have no such high-speed
hubs. That is where we will find that
part of America that is going to get
left behind in this incredible informa-
tion revolution.

Look to the inner cities, look to the
poverty, the minority centers of our
country, and we will again see a lack of
high-speed deployment of broad band
services. We will see again a sector of
our country that will be left out.

For a full quarter of America who
will have at least one Internet broad
band provider, we will see a part of
America that unfortunately will have
to deal with a monopoly, a single pro-
vider of these immense services. So for
one-half of our country 3 years from

now, Americans will either have none
of these services or, unfortunately,
have a service that is provided by a sin-
gle monopoly player.

Yesterday this House took dramatic
action to provide a new form of law to
give to the satellite television compa-
nies new rights to compete against the
monopoly cable companies in our com-
munities. That is pretty important. A
monopoly cable company can charge
what it wants, can lump as much pro-
gramming into a package as they want,
and we have to take it or leave it.

When the satellite company can offer
a full component of packaged products
that includes local signals as well as
cable broadcast programming, all of a
sudden consumers have a choice. All of
a sudden television services become
much better for consumers. As choice
and competition comes to the market-
place, better prices, better terms, bet-
ter conditions.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
(Mr. MARKEY) and I just talked about
another bill to free up international
satellite communications in order to
create competition, lower prices,
choice for consumers, not only here in
America but across the world.

What I am speaking of tonight is a
situation that is about to develop in
this incredible world of Internet serv-
ices where television, telephones, data
will all combine in a digital stream
that will arrive at our homes or not ar-
rive in our homes, depending upon
whether or not we are connected to
broad band and to broad band net-
works.

Let me just give an idea of about how
important this is. In just 5 years, since
the first introduction of the World
Wide Web, the Internet economy,
which is now $301 billion, already rivals
old economy sectors like energy, at
$223 billion, and autos, at $350 billion,
and Telecom at $270 billion. It is al-
ready, in 5 years, as big as some of
these century-old economy sectors that
took hundreds of years, literally, to get
as big as they are.

The Internet spread to 25 percent of
our population in just 7 years. By con-
trast, electricity reached 25 percent of
Americans in 46 years. Telephone took
35 years.

b 1915

Television took 26 years. The Inter-
net took 7 years to reach a quarter of
America. Commercial activity on the
Internet is expected to be $100 billion
by the end of 1999, and double that in
the year 2000. By 2002, on-line business-
to-business transactions will total a
whopping $842 billion. MCI/WorldCom,
for example, said that net income near-
ly tripled to $1 billion for the third
quarter in 1999, and 40 percent of their
company revenues are now in Internet
and data services.

What I am saying is that the Internet
has arrived. It created 1.2 million jobs
in the U.S. in 1998. Ten percent of the
United States adults, 19.7 million per-
sons, are now telecommuters. They

work from home and they save employ-
ers $10,000 per employee because they
telecommute, reducing absenteeism,
lowering job retention costs. I could go
on and on, I think my colleagues get
my drift.

Mr. Speaker, the Internet is upon us,
but if my colleagues think this old
slow Internet has made a difference in
this economy and is currently making
a huge difference in the success of the
American economy and freeing up
economies across the world, they ain’t
seen nothing yet. Wait until they see
high-speed broadband.

People have asked what is the dif-
ference? Internet has to be turned on.
One has to dial it up, have to wait for
it to warm up and heat up and compete
with more and more traffic on the slow
system. Sometimes the traffic gets so
heavy as new customers come on line
that it is difficult to get service.

High speed Internet is like that re-
frigerator. It is always on, always
chilled, always ready to go and it is hot
and it is fast and it is full of informa-
tion. It will contain real-time video.
High-speed broadband digital services
means on television direct telephone
calls where we can see one another. It
means on television all the Internet
commerce services which are growing
and growing in the economic sectors of
America. Business-to-consumer com-
merce totaled $8 billion. That is huge.
Business-to-business commerce totaled
$43 billion last year, and we are told by
2003 it will become $1.3 trillion.

Mr. Speaker, all of that business hap-
pening on high speed networks, but
some people will be left out. In this
coming year, we will begin debating
whether or not it is time in America
for this House, this Congress, to de-
clare broadband Internet policy. To
make sure, as we have tried to do with
cable, as we have tried to do with sat-
ellites, as we have tried to do with so
many of our economic sectors, that no
longer will some people be left out,
caught on the wrong side of the wire,
caught in this great digital divide, left
out as this fast, high-speed train leaves
the station. Deprived and depressed
and left behind in a faster and faster
world, or whether we will have a policy
in America that says to broadband
Internet providers, ‘‘Here is your
chance to serve every American.’’ And
every American is entitled to a choice
of different providers, so that every
American has a chance to be on that
system.

I recently had a high-tech conference
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, where we
explored that whole set of issues in my
home State of Louisiana. We were re-
cently ranked in Louisiana as 47th in
the Nation in terms of Internet connec-
tion. That is not good. That is awful.
We need to be way up there.

Why? Because Louisiana has a huge
problem of adult illiteracy and an edu-
cation system that cannot seem to
cure it. We have one of the highest un-
insured populations in America per
capita. We need some help. High-speed,
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broadband Internet can solve so many
of those problems.

We learned at that conference that
there are children in my home State
who start first grade with a 50-word vo-
cabulary. Who go to school in the first
grade knowing what a tomato looks
like, but not knowing the word ‘‘to-
mato.’’ Who know what a wagon does,
but ‘‘wagon’’ is not in their vocabulary.
Imagine those children connected to
the Internet at home and all the sud-
den exposed to a worldwide view of in-
formation and learning. Connected to
their teachers’s web site at night to get
help with homework and enlarge that
vocabulary and give themselves a
chance in the world.

Imagine if we do connect and we get
high-speed services to a State like Lou-
isiana what a difference it can make
for the people of our State. And yet,
those children today start with a 50-
word vocabulary. Most children in
America start with at least a 500-word
vocabulary. Now, imagine if my State,
or many parts of it, are left out of this
high-speed digital revolution. Imagine
if our children still start with that 50-
word vocabulary and other kids in
America connected to the broadband
start instead with a 5,000-word vocabu-
lary or 10,000-word vocabulary. Imagine
how much further behind those kids be-
come.

Imagine a small business in a rural
town that is told because they do not
have high-speed broadband Internet
connectivity to the rest of the econ-
omy that their customers will not do
business with them anymore. They are
out of business unless they move to a
high-speed Internet center somewhere.
Imagine what it does to rural America,
to poverty America, to minority cen-
ters in this country when they are told
businesses cannot operate here because
they are not connected and Washington
never created a policy to ensure that
they would be connected.

Imagine our company, our town, our
school, our city, our hospital connected
to a single monopoly provider unregu-
lated by government. Imagine those
conditions. We are not much better off
than the one who is not connected at
all. That is the world Legg Mason pre-
dicted for America in 3 years if we do
not soon declare a new broadband pol-
icy for this country.

Mr. Speaker, when we come back to
session early next year, I will be joined
by the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
DINGELL), former chairman of the Com-
mittee on Commerce and now ranking
minority member. I will be joined by
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr.
GOODLATTE), and the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER). The gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. BOUCHER) who
serves on both the Committee on the
Judiciary and the Committee on Com-
merce and the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. GOODLATTE) who is an es-
teemed and honorable member of the
Committee on the Judiciary.

We will be joined on the floor by
many other Members who will begin

talking about this issue and begin try-
ing to elicit the help of Americans in
create an interest here in Congress to-
ward building a broadband Internet
policy for this country that says no
child will be left out, no one will be
caught outside the digital divide, no
one will be left behind as the high
speed train leaves the station.

Recently, a book was published by a
fellow named Tom Friedman called
‘‘The Lexus and the Olive Tree.’’ In it
he says in this new millennium there
will not be a First World and Third
World anymore. There will not be First
World economies and Third World
economies anymore. There will either
be a fast world, part of this incredible
high speed electronic commerce world
where we all are connected and we all
can reach each other and communicate
and teach and learn and commerce
with one another, or the slow world,
left out, left behind.

Mr. Speaker, I am trying to say to-
night, and we will try to say next year
in special order after special order,
that America could not and should not
let that happen to any citizen of our
country. We cannot have half of Amer-
ica left behind. We cannot have a
fourth of America totally locked out of
this digital revolution. We cannot say
that this is the land of opportunity for
some but not for others.

Mr. Speaker, I will be back on the
floor with my colleagues when we come
back in January and we will burden
you night after night because we will
be on this floor talking about this dig-
ital divide, talking about the necessity
to have real competition and real de-
livery of services to every citizen of
this country in broadband Internet dig-
ital commerce, teaching, learning,
medicine, and all the wonderful oppor-
tunities that those systems will bring.
f

THE PROBLEM OF ILLEGAL DRUG
USE IN AMERICA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MICA) is recognized for 60 min-
utes.

Mr. MICA. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor again tonight to talk about a
subject that I have talked about many
times on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives, even last night until al-
most midnight, back here again to-
night. But it is a topic of great per-
sonal concern to me and also one of my
obligations as chairman of the Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice, Drug
Policy and Human Resources of the
House of Representatives. That is the
problem of illegal narcotics and drug
trafficking in the United States.

I left off last night talking a bit
about the problem that we are facing
with illegal narcotics. If I may tonight
continue a bit of that discussion, and
then for my colleagues I would also
like to spend about half of the time
that is devoted to me tonight to talk-
ing about another project that I have

been involved in and that is the United
States Capitol Visitors’ Center, a little
bit different topic.

But first I would like to complete
some of the information that I dealt
with last night. That is again a con-
tinuation of my report on the status of
both our efforts to curtail drugs com-
ing into the United States and eradi-
cate drugs at their source.

I have cited many times the scope of
the problem that we face. It is monu-
mental indeed for the Congress. The
cost is a quarter of a trillion dollars a
year to our economy. We have 1.8 mil-
lion Americans behind bars and 70 per-
cent of them are there because of drug-
related offenses.

What is sad about the situation that
we have, not only the tragedy and
deaths, and I have reported the most
recent statistics are that 15,973 deaths
were reported from drug-induced
causes in 1997, and that is compared to
11,703 in 1992. We have seen a dramatic
increase in deaths due to illegal nar-
cotics in our country. And, unfortu-
nately, a lot of those statistics, the
death statistics are disproportionate
among our young people.

In my area in central Florida, we
have a wonderful area, very prosperous.
I represent the area from Orlando to
Daytona Beach in central Florida. In
Orlando, we have now had some 60 her-
oin overdose deaths in a little more
than a year. Many of those, again,
among young people. Taking the best
of our young citizens and destroying
their lives. It is a very tragic situation.

Headlines in our local newspaper re-
cently blurted out that heroin overdose
and drug deaths now exceed homicides
in central Florida, a very sad com-
mentary, and one unfortunately that is
being repeated across the United
States.

One of those, and I will cite the im-
pact of illegal narcotics, but actually
one of the groups in our society that
suffers most are minorities. They bear
an incredible brunt of terror that is
rained by drug abuse on them. And I
have some recent statistics that just
came out from the National Household
Survey on Drug Abuse. Drug use in-
creased 5.8 percent in 1993 to 8.2 per-
cent in 1998 among young African-
Americans. So if we want to talk about
the impact of illegal narcotics, the
death and destruction I will describe, it
starts, unfortunately, among some of
those who can least afford that impact.
And here with the African-American
youth, drug abuse use has dramatically
increased.

The 1998 National Household Survey
on Drug Abuse also indicated drug use
increased from 4.4 percent in 1993 to 6.1
percent in 1998 among young Hispanics.
I also read some recent statistics about
the dropout rates and those who drop
out the highest from our schools, the
recent information we have received
show, of course, minorities, particu-
larly black and Hispanics.
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